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Pursuantto Section1.415oftheCommission’sRules,47 C.F.R. § 1.415,

andtheCommission’sTRSFNPRM,FCC04-137,releasedJune30,2004,1AT&T Corp.

(“AT&T”) submitsthesecommentson: (1) whattypesofmechanismscouldbeusedto

determinewhichInternetProtocolRelayService(“IP Relay”) andVideoRelayService

(“VRS”) callsareinterstateandwhich areintrastate;(2) whethertheseservicesshould

becomemandatoryformsofTelecommunicationsRelayService(“TRS”) available24/7;

and (3) whatis thepropercompensationschemefor theseservices.AT&T recommends

thattheCommissionshoulddeferconsiderationoftheseissuesuntil it resolvesits Notice

of ProposedRulemakingfor IP-EnabledServices,WC Docket04-36,19 FCCRcd.4863

(2004)(“IF NPRA4”).

In the IF NPRA1~theCommissionis activelyconsideringabroadrangeof

issuesrelatedto theproperregulatorytreatmentof IP-enabledservices,includingtheir

1 Reportand Order,Orderon ReconsiderationandFurtherNoticeofProposed

Rulemaking,TelecommunicationsRelayServicesandSpeech-to-SpeechServicesfor
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jurisdictionaltreatmentandwhethersuchservicesshouldbeconsideredinterstate.Id.

¶IJ 38-41. In theTRSFNFRM,theCommissionraisesquestionwith respectto whether

andhow to determinewhich IP RelayandVRS callsareinterstateandwhich are

intrastate,sothattheInterstateTRS Fundcompensatesonly for theprovisionof interstate

calls. Id. ¶~J221-230,241-242.

As theCommissionacknowledges,thereis atpresentno wayto determine

thegeographiclocationof theInternet-basedleg of IPRelayorVRS calls,andtherefore

no way to determinewhetheraparticularcall is interstateor intrastate.TRSFNPRM

¶~J221-222,242. Becausethesejurisdictionalissuesareinextricablytied to conclusions

aboutIP-basedservicesthattheCommissionwill needto decidein theIF NFRM,the

Commissionshouldnotnow expendresourcesto decidethesematterssolelyfor

Internet-basedTRS services.Rather,theCommissionshouldfocusits resourceson

concludingtheIF NFRManddeferresolutionof theseissuesfor Internet-basedTRS

servicesuntil after theIF NPRMis resolved. Moreover,becausecompensationfor

IP RelayandVRS aretied to theirjurisdictionalstatus(TRSFNFRM’J~J223,230-232,

244),andbecauseit is unclearwhethertheCommissionhasauthorityto order statesto

providetheseservices,to theextenttheymaybedeemedintrastate,butnon-mandatory,

theCommissionshoulddecidejurisdictionaltreatmentbeforeaddressingtheseother

issues.
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CONCLUSION

Forthesereasons,theCommissionshoulddeferconsiderationof the issues

in theTRSFNFRMuntil it issuesits jurisdictionalruling in theIF NPRM.
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